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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 November 2008 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 19,20 and 27-29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 19. 20 and 27-29 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicants' arguments, filed November 12, 2008, have been fully considered but 
they are not deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from 
previous office actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections 
are either reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete set presently being 
applied to the instant application. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 19, 20 and 27-29 are currently pending and under examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 19, 20 and 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Pines et al (US 5,852,024). 

Claims 19, 20 and 27-29 are drawn to a method of improving liver regeneration 
by increasing IGFBP-1 expression in hepatocyte cells, comprising administering a 
compound of the formula of claim 19 (e.g. halofuginone). 

Pines et al teaches that the administration of halofuginone prior to or following 
surgery or other trauma to the liver promotes healing of the organ (column 1 0, lines 48- 
57). Pines et al does not explicitly teach that this method increases IGFBP-1 
expression, specifically activates hepatocyte cells or induces the inhibition of stellate 
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cell mobility; however these activities flow from properties of the compound 
(halofuginone) and are necessarily present. Products of identical chemical composition 
cannot exert mutually exclusive properties when administered under the same 
circumstances or, in the present case, the same patient. Please reference MPEP 
§2112. Preamble language in claims of patents directed to administration of drugs are 
expressions of purposes and intended results, and as such are non-limiting, since 
language does not result in manipulative difference in steps of claims, see Bristol-Myers 
Squibb Company v. Ben Venue Laboratories 58 USPQ2d 1508 (CAFC 2001). It is a 
general rule that merely discovering and claiming a new benefit of an old process 
cannot render the process again patentable. In re Woodruff , 16 USPQ2d 1934, 1936 
(Fed. Cir. 1990). In the instant case, it does not appear that the claim language or 
limitations result in a manipulative difference in the method steps when compared to the 
prior art disclosure. Additionally, Applicant is reminded that the mechanism of action 
does not have a bearing on the patentability of the invention if the invention was already 
known or obvious. Mere recognition of latent properties in the prior art does not render 
nonobvious an otherwise known invention. In re Wiseman. 201 USPQ 658 (CCPA 
1979). Granting a patent on the discovery of an unknown but inherent function would 
remove from the public that which is in the public domain by virtue of its inclusion in, or 
obviousness from, the prior art. In re Baxter Travenol Labs, 21 USPQ2d 1281 (Fed. Cir. 
1991). See M.P.E.P. 2145. 

Applicant argues that Pines et al does not teach that halofuginone is 
administered in an amount effective to induce IGFBP-1 expression. This is found 
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unpersuasive because, as noted above, products of identical chemical composition 
cannot exert mutually exclusive properties when administered under the same 
circumstances or, in the present case, the same patient and the limitation does not 
appear to result in a manipulative difference in the method steps when compared to the 
prior art disclosure. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER R. STONE whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3494. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30am- 
4:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ardin H. Marschel can be reached on (571) 272-0718. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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